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Congress practice i is not non-violent today in the accepted sense
of the term. If the Congress was pledged to the policy of non-
violence, there would be no army supported by it. But she sports
an army which may eat up the civilians and establish military
rule in India unless the people listen to me. Am I to give up all
hope of their ever listening to me ? I cannot do it whilst there
. is breath left in me. And if the people do not wish to listen to
my non-violent dirge, there is no reason for critics to dissuade
me from speaking to the public.
Let me make one thing clear. I have frankly and fully ad-
mitted that what we practised during the past thirty years was
not non-violent resistance but passive resistance which only the
weak offer because they are unable, not unwilling, to offer arm-
ed resistance. If we knew the use of non-violent resistance
which only those with hearts of oak can offer, we would present
to the world a totally different picture of free India instead of
an India cut- in twain, one part highly suspicious of the other^
and the two too much engaged in mutual strife to be able to
think cogently of the food and clothing of the hungry and naked
millions who know no religion but that of the one and only God
who appears to them in the guise of the necessaries of life. Not
for them the sanguinary strife or the cinema pictures showing
them how efficiently to cut one another's throats!
New Delhi, 15-7-'47
Harijem, 27-7-191?